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CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

JAN 2 1 2009 

in to: p ato m Application of Edward T. Buford. W 
Serial No: 09/912,692 

Group Art Unit: 

Filed: 7/26/2001 

Examiner: R. Chin 

Comm issioner Qf pafcnt an£j 
Washington. D C. 20321 

Sir: 

Th,s ,s in ~ - ^ om cc Action manu(i Octobcr 2 , 2ofl8 
— and ^ ^ CIaims r? ^ i? to ^ ^ 

^ upon 35 u . s . t , 1W ^ _ ^ ^ 2 ^ ^ 

,flat ' ^ * — - * longitudjnrf ^ 

^^.-^.^^^^^^^^ 

■nvenUo, The B xamil « supports his ^ „ y ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ? ^ 

Stewart. 

The Kxa™'™ also „ ottd slructural ^ ^ 

respectfully requests rc-xaminauon of u,c Clai™. With respec, to the rejection of 
Claims 17 artd 19 under 35 U S C 103. Applicant averts tha. these Claims. « coated 
arc no longer barred by Stewart. 

Further, Stewart docs not claim the functional attributes of Applicant's groove 
with respect to hi s invention. Stewart doe, not make any reference in his specification or 
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claims to the results achieved from the structural elements of the invention. Essentially, 
Stewart demonstrates a technique for efficient placement of the bristles in th tuft-rccciving 
holes" such that the apices of the cross-section of the bristles are adjacent to each. The 
effect, if any, that such a placement will have on cleaning, particularly the ability of the 
apices of the bristles to act as cleaning devices is not mentioned or lclt to speculation, 

Moreover, the arrangement of the bristles as described by Stewart virtually 
precludes the apices from having any cleaning function since the apices arc adjacent to 
each other and not exposed. Further, unlike the bristle of Applicant's invention that has a 
single groove along the longitudinal axis and is designed so that the entire length of the 
brislle is a cleaning device, the polygonal shape of Stewart's bristles does not lend uself 
to a cleansing function. Consequently, applicant asserts that the differences between the 
Stewart bristle and the brislle of the invention are not merely functional. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsiders and 
reexamines claims 17 and 19. as amended. These amendments were made with a view to 
overcoming the Examiner's rejection of the referenced claims. Applicant believes that the 
amendment to the claims is consistent with the Examiner's suggestions. 

Applicant has also corrected claims 20 and 21 to remove the deficiencies noted by 
the Examiner. . 


PAGE 3/12* RCVD AT 1/2112009 11:57:22 PM [Eastern Standard Time]* 8VR:U8PTO€FXRF-Sf37 * DNIS:2738300 < CSID:301 588 5783* DURATION (mm-ss):0142 


